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REMARKS 

Reconsideration of this application as amended is respectfully requested. 

Claim 8 has been amended to incorporate the limitations of claim 18. Claims 18 
and 19 have been cancelled from the application. Claims 9 and 10 have been amended to 
included preferred wording and not in response to any rejection. 

As amended, claim 8 recites a sealing element of elastomer material having 
spaced apart sealing profiles between which de-coupling elements are provided. The de- 
coupling elements have a generally hemispherical crown and the height of the de- 
coupling elements is about 30 to 50% of the height of the sealing profiles. The elastomer 
de-coupling element's vertical dimension is thus smaller than that of the gaskets and 
produces its acoustic insulating effect as a result of the intensity of compression to which 
the elastomer is subjected when the gasket is installed. Thus, the relative height and the 
positions of the de-coupling elements serves to acoustically insulate the gasket against the 
propagation of noise. Neither Surbrook or Cardis disclose or suggest this combination of 
features and the result obtained thereby, and as such it is believed that claim 8 (as 
amended to include original claim 18) distinguishes applicant's invention patentably over 
the prior art and should be allowed. It is respectfully requested, therefore, that the 
examiner reconsider and withdraw the rejection of claim 1 8 (now incorporated into claim 
8) since there is more involved than simply design choice, as asserted by the examiner in 
the final rejection. 

The remaining claims depend, ultimately, on claim 8 and are believed to be 
allowable for the same reasons. The dependent claims distinguish over their parent and 
one another while reciting applicant's invention in greater detail. 

It is believed that this amendment fully complies with the requirements of an 
after-final amendment. It raises no new issues to be considered by the examiner apart 
from that already examined and considered and is believed to place the case in condition 
for allowance or at least in better condition for appeal. The amendment could not have 
earlier been presented since it was not until the final that the rejection over the cited art 
was first made- 
It is believed that this application now is in condition for allowance. Further and 
favorable action is requested. 
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The Patent Office is authorized to charge or refund any fee deficiency or excess to 
Deposit Account No. 08-2789. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Jiilv 25. 200S 
Date 




The Pinehurst Office Center, Suite #101 
39400 Woodward Avenue 
Bloomfield Hills, Michigan 48304-5151 
(248)723-0427 
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